Investigating the rhetoric of some of McKinley's African American supporters, this essay asks: what rhetorical techniques did these members of an oppressed group employ to address practical and social problems within the context of a national campaign? Several African American speakers at the campaign events employed fundamentally ceremonial or epideictic rhetoric to address racial justice. That is, their theme was to praise McKinley rather than to offer detailed arguments for public policy. In doing so, however, the speakers were able to establish a deliberative position that addressed some of the injustices of the Jim Crow era, while conforming to the expectations of the campaign.
For example, on September 28, 1896, Bishop B. W. Arnett, accompanying a delegation of the African Methodist Episcopal Church, assured McKinley that "We come to Rhetoric of Greeting 4 assure you that we will never cease our efforts in your behalf until we have achieved such a victory in November as was won by our fathers in their early struggles for liberty." Bishop Arnett continued that "you represent the cardinal principles of the Republican Party which have so benefitted our race-the principles for which you and your comrades struggled from 1861 to 1865" (McKinley, 1896e, p. 292) .
1 This statement followed an epideictic formula by praising McKinley and heroic figures of the past. At the same time, however, Arnett tendered political support to the candidate and implied, without giving details, that civil rights carried weight. The rhetoric that this essay examines is remarkable for its place in the political activities of the time and for the opportunity that the speakers had to reach audiences through a significant, albeit transitory, venue.
The 1896 front porch campaign
In 1896, the Republican presidential nominee campaigned from his front porch in Canton, Ohio. Hundreds of delegations traveled from far and wide to parade, listen to music, meet the candidate, sing songs to him, and hear him speak (Harpine, 2005; Jones, 1964) .
Although McKinley's front porch campaign, which featured about 250 speeches, was larger and more energetic than the others, it stood in a tradition (Harpine, 2005) . In 1881, James Garfield received visiting delegations from his home in the small town of Hiram, Ohio, not far from Cleveland. Campaign tours seemed a bit undignified at the time (Harpine, 2004; Leech & Brown, 1978; Peskin, 1978) . Benjamin Harrison campaigned from his home in Indianapolis in 1888. More than 80 groups, totaling almost 300,000 individuals from various parts of the country, came to hear Harrison speak. The campaign events in Indianapolis featured torchlight parades, cider barrels, and speeches adapted to the various groups (Foraker, 1932; Sievers, 1959; see, e.g., Harrison, 1888 see, e.g., Harrison, /1892 cf. Harpine, 2000) .
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Warren G. Harding would follow suit by campaigning from his front porch in Marion, Ohio during his 1920 presidential campaign (Daugherty, 1932; Johnson Allays Fears, 1920 
Rhetoric of Greeting 6

McKinley and the African American voter
The historical context influenced the rhetoric of African American speakers in the campaign. A few decades hence, many minority group members would come to support the Democratic Party. In 1896, however, the Civil War was only 31 years distant.
Reconstruction had ended in 1877, less than twenty years earlier, when Rutherford B. Hayes withdrew federal troops from the South (Franklin, 1956; Logan, 1957; Woodson & Wesley, 1958 Hayes's command (Heald, 1964 would "be denied food, jobs, shelter, and personal safety" (Logue, 1977, p. 246 ; see also Mustard, 2003; Ranney, 2006 (Gould, 1980; Hoyt, 1967) . In 1896, he opposed holding the Republican convention in St. Louis, fearing that African American delegates would be denied hotel rooms. After the Republican National Committee overruled him, McKinley's fears proved to be well-founded (Dawes, 1950; Jones, 1964) . Nonetheless, the Republican Party no longer relied as heavily on African American votes (Klarman, 2004) . By 1896, many Southern states had begun to adopt laws that restricted African Americans' voting rights (Grantham, 1988; Logan, 1957; Ranney, 2006) . These included residency requirements, which often denied African American sharecroppers access to the polls, as well as poll taxes and literacy tests. These actions endangered the Republican Party in the Southern states, which had depended since Reconstruction on the support of African American voters (Lawson, 1976) . In response, the Republicans seemed to turn toward other constituencies.
Compared with previous platforms, the 1896 Republican platform gave civil rights only cursory mention (Klarman, 2004) . It did, nonetheless, include planks in favor of equal voting rights and against lynching, which was termed an "uncivilized and barbarous practice" (Republican platform, 1896). These provisions were more moderate than the stronger civil rights planks of previous Republican platforms (Logan, 1957; Logan, 1965 , Sherman, 1973 . The 1896 Republican convention and campaign focused instead on the tariff and the gold standard (Curtis, 1904) .
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All the same, the African American vote was still heavily Republican in 1896 (Diamond, 1941; Walters, 1988 Republican dedication to African American rights was "tenuous," African American voters still generally remained loyal to the party in 1896 (Sherman, 1973, p. 2) . In any case, the (Goldman, 1990; Kleppner, 1982; Lewinson, 1963 Logan (1965) argues that McKinley's appeal to national unity represented a retreat from his appeal to African American voters (see also Klarman, 2004) .
The rhetoric of the campaign in general, particularly the Republican rhetoric, tended to contend that what was good for the country would be good for any group in the country. For example, McKinley told one delegation that he was grateful that regional animosity "receives no encouragement from the sturdy citizens of New York" (It's an Honest, 1896).
In an atmosphere of supposed unity, an explicit plea for civil rights legislation might have 
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Epideictic form, deliberative issues
How can epideictic rhetoric address policies? In his On Rhetoric, Aristotle (1991) explains that epideictic rhetoric aims to establish praise and blame. In the 1896 campaign, not surprisingly, praise for the candidate dominated much of the rhetoric. Although sometimes dismissed as a trivial genre, epideictic discourse can nonetheless influence an audience. Some authorities might sympathize with Barilli's (1989) evaluation of ancient Greek epideictic discourse, which he finds to be "almost superfluous" (p. 2). Gwynn (1926) feels that epideictic oratory "is assigned the lowest place" in Aristotle's rhetoric (p. 98).
Perelman's (1971) work, however, leads one to think of epideictic rhetoric as a tool for communicating values: "epideictic speeches are . . . essential because they increase in us a commitment to the values which make it possible to justify action" (p. 116; see also Danisch, 2007; Perelman & Olbrechts-Tyteca, 1960) . As Rosenfield (1980) puts it: "far from forcing his ideas on an audience with cold logic, the orator charms" the audience;
seeking to attract them "to a mode of thinking" (p. 139; cf. Hauser, 1986; Munz, 1985) .
Rhetorical scholars have recognized that epideictic rhetoric rarely offers policy arguments, but this does not imply that it cannot advocate policy.
Epideixis is, nonetheless, a genre of substance. Following Perelman (1971) , one might see the ways in which epideictic rhetors praise or blame an honored person as a way to communicate a society's values (Chase, 1961; Condit, 1985; Consigny, 1992; Sullivan, 1993a; Sullivan, 1993b; cf. Burgess, 1902) . Advancing on this position, Vivian (2006) notes that "epideictic organizes the terms of public remembrance in order to shape perceptions of shared values and commitments serviceable to future deliberative agendas" (p. 2). Jamieson and Campbell (1982) note that rhetorical hybrids follow rules of their own, but also find that Rhetoric of Greeting 11 one "can perceive the unique fusion that is a response to the idiosyncratic needs of a particular situation, institution, and rhetor" (p. 157).
Noting that epideixis means, literally, a "showing forth," Hyde (2005) argues that "truth happens, first and foremost, as an act of disclosure, a revealing or epideictic display of something that presents itself to us" (p. 3). In this conception, Hyde feels that all heroic rhetoric becomes, in a sense, fundamentally epideictic. Chase (1961) (Harpine, 2005) .
The various delegations generally represented particular groups. A group might consist of traveling salesmen, pottery workers, or railroad employees. Organized political groups were common, for example, a Garfield Club or a sound money club (Harpine, 2005) .
A few of the delegations consisted of groups that were explicitly African American. One might reasonably assume that African Americans participated in other groups. This study, however, concentrates on those groups that were identifiably African American.
The principal campaign issues were the protective tariff and the gold standard, both of which McKinley advocated in hundreds of speeches (e.g., Call to Patriotic, 1896; To a Call, 1896). Democrat William Jennings Bryan was nominated for the Presidency in July, not long after his famous "Cross of Gold" speech, on a platform that advocated the coinage of both silver and gold to increase the money supply (Oliver, 1964) . Most Republicans and many conservative Democrats tended to fear that this policy would be inflationary. They dismissed it with pejorative terms such as "repudiation," while holding that the gold standard stood for national honor and integrity. The idea of calling bimetallism "repudiation" was to imply that inflationary monetary policy would reduce the value of debt.
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Farmers tended to oppose the tariff and to support silver, while business interests tended to hold the reverse views (Jones, 1964) . Bell's audience seems to have been the general public, but the gentle reminder can be read as addressed directly to the future president.
Praise and policy: African American rhetors in the campaign
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The Arnett's comments were, superficially, simple praise for McKinley, Lincoln, Wade, and so forth. This is a classic epideictic approach. Their importance, however, is that he praised them for their work on behalf of justice, a fundamental value. This, in turn, entailed that those figures deserved to be emulated, which is the fundamental point of much (Gienapp, 1986; Mayer, 1967) . Again, a speech that offered praise and celebration reinforced a political position.
McKinley's speech to the group commented on the egalitarian principles of the Smith. The speech texts are presumably founded on shorthand records (see Kissed, 1896) . These collections are occasionally more complete, especially in their reporting of the speeches of greeting, than were the newspaper stories. However, when complete texts are available from newspapers, they are preferred because they are presumably less extensively edited. McKinley's staff frequently screened advance copies of speeches of greeting to ensure that they contained no divisive content (Manning, 1896) .
2 It seems likely that McKinley could have known some of these speakers, especially those from Ohio, but this author has discovered no relevant evidence to that effect.
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